The Coordinate Structure Constraint
The Coordinate Structure Constraint Ross, 1967 ] :
In a coordinate structure, no conjunct may be moved, nor may any element contained in a conjunct be moved out of that conjunct.
(1) a. * What book did John buy and read the magazine?
(Parallel 2 Resemblance) b. What book did John buy and read?
Counterexamples to the CSC Lako , 1986 ] :
(2) a. How much can you drink and still stay sober? Goldsmith, 1985 ] (Violated Expectation 2 Cause-E ect) b. That's the stu that the guys in the Caucasus drink and live to be a hundred. Lako 1986 ] The coherence resolution procedure as a two-step process:
1. Identify and retrieve the arguments to the coherence relation ) utilizes syntactic structure 2. Apply the constraints of the relation to those arguments. 6 Synopsis of The Analysis VP-ellipsis and gapping: missing syntax is recovered so that the arguments to the Resemblance coherence relation can be identi ed { VP-ellipsis is referential, so a semantic antecedent is recovered without regard to syntactic parallelism in Cause-E ect relations { Gapping is not referential, so it is infelicitous in Cause-E ect relations because its meaning can not be recovered without reconstruction of the missing syntax For extraction, the topic of a Resemblance construction must be common to each of the conjuncts (i.e., Common Topic Lako , 1971 ] ) In each case, the process of coherence establishment for Resemblance relations is sensitive to choice of syntactic structure
Resemblance
Parallel: Infer p(a 1 ; a 2 ;
Conclusions
There is no purely syntactic Coordinate Structure Constraint. Unacceptable cases of extraction out of coordinate structures appear to result from constraints at the syntax/discourse interface. The data for VP-ellipsis, gapping, and extraction suggest that constraints on these processes cannot be explained solely at the level of syntax. In particular, the type of coherence relation that is operative between clauses must be taken into account.
